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GDA Reporting Subcommittee

Membership:

• Doug Adams (Chair), Chad Baker, Tony LaVoi, Cy Smith, Tim 
Trainor

Role:

• Work with FGDC OS staff & NGAC leadership to plan and 
coordinate NGAC’s submission of comments as part of the 
GDA reporting process

• Identify areas of focus for NGAC review and assess the utility 
of the reports

• Collect/synthesize NGAC’s comments on the GDA reports

• Document and communicate lessons learned and 
recommendations for improving the process for future reports.
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FY 2020 GDA Annual Reports

STATUS:

• FGDC agencies developed common criteria, reporting 

templates, and processes - including agency self-

assessments of performance 

• Agencies used GeoPlatform tools (Survey123) to 

complete initial GDA annual reports

• All Annual Reports completed and posted on FGDC 

website, along with covered agency and NGDA 

dashboards

• FGDC submitted Summary of FY 2020 GDA Annual 

Reports to NGAC for review and comment
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FGDC Summary Report
Includes:
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Summary of Covered Agency Evaluations

Summary of Lead Covered Agency
NGDA Data Theme Evaluations

16 Covered Agencies reporting on 13 GDA requirements

18 NGDA Data Themes (including 169 underlying datasets) 
reporting on 4 GDA requirements



FGDC Summary Report

Includes links to :
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Detailed Covered Agency 
Evaluations

Detailed Lead Covered Agency 
NGDA Data Theme Evaluations



FGDC Summary Report

Includes links to Covered Agency & Lead Covered Agency Dashboards:
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NGAC Comments on 

FY 2020 GDA Annual Report Summary

Overview of Paper
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GDA Reports - NGAC Review & Comment

Focus areas for NGAC comments on GDA Report Summary:

1. Positive elements

- What was successful in the initial GDA report summary?  

2. Areas needing improvement

- What areas need improvement?

3. Recommendations for future reports

- What can FGDC do to improve future versions of the GDA annual report 

summaries?

NGAC members provided high-level comments, under the 3 focus 

areas above, to the GDA Reporting Subcommittee
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NGAC Review & Comment

Positive Elements
• Common Survey Instrument

• The use of Survey123 via the GeoPlatform for agency self-
reporting allowed consistent reporting. 

• Survey methodology provided a baseline for status of data 
assets.

• Self-Assessment Rating Criteria
• Simple rating criteria provided in the FGDC summary report 

provided structure and clarity, 

• GDA Baseline Information 
• Info in inaugural report provided useful baseline information 

which will contribute to future reporting, planning and 
decision making. 

• Information builds upon previous reporting, such as the 
2015 NGDA Lifecycle Maturity Assessment. 
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NGAC Review & Comment

Areas Needing Improvement 

• Self Assessment Approach 

• Allows for variable differences in how agencies self-
reported their maturity level toward meeting 
expectations. Need less ambiguity in future self-
assessments. 

• Table Formatting/Consistency 

• Some tables presented null values without explanation.
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NGAC Review & Comment

Recommendations for Future Reports 
• Capacity Burdens 

• Future reports may provide an opportunity to address 
resource and budgetary needs to meet the requirements of 
the GDA. 

• Reporting Agencies 
• Some agencies with significant geospatial responsibilities 

were not identified as covered agencies or lead covered 
agencies in the GDA. Congress may consider designating 
additional agencies as covered agencies. 

• Stakeholder Engagement 
• Agencies should solicit feedback from data consumers to 

gain insight on where improvements can be realized. 
• Future reporting provides an opportunity to reconcile 

federal datasets with those produced from State, Local, 
Tribal, and Territorial (SLTT) partners 
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NGAC Review & Comment

Recommendations for Future Reports (Continued)

• Survey Instrument 

• Reduce the number of questions that are multi-part questions.

• terms used in the survey questions may lead to vague 
answers: promote, reviewed, etc. Definitions should be 
provided if used. 

• Future Results and Visualizations 
• Include recommendations for improvements and new/revised 

plans to meet future national geospatial requirements.

• Continue using dashboards to present future reports. 

• Self-Assessment Measures
• FGDC should consider adding more granularity on the “Making 

Progress” category for less ambiguity while maintaining the 3-level 
construct embedded in the law.
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